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REMARKS 

Claims , .hrough 15 are pending in ,he .pp.ication. Claims j, md 12areh 
-ended as » the Specification «„ eliminate the aileged new matter. Cairns .0 and ,4 
are rndtcatcd aUowabie. Applicant is grateful for the early indication of aUowabllity. 
Claims l. 2, 4, 5, and 9 are rejected as anticipated under 35 U.s/7 102 bv ' 
Claims 6 through 8, .2, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.s/Bkas obvious 
over Walker in view of Moor, m view of me amendment and meV.owSfe.oussion 
of the scope and content of ^/ter, the rejection is hereby traversed. JF*' 

All independent claims (and therefore all pending Calms) specify the "upstandin. 
wall," which, as the Examiner point, out may be made upstanding in a number of ways 
note of which are disclosed or suggested by Walker. The upstanding wall, which 
enclose* three sides of one of the large fljfaj. and "second") panels, provides a vertical 
or near-vernca. surface against which a P»to; At the same time, on!v a 
pomon of the pet bed is partially enclosed i^/e upsfcng wall to permit flexibility 
(both in the pefs choice to be against or awa^m the upstanding wa„ and * prevent the 
stze hmttatlon tha, is inherent in surroundi„g4 entire pet bed with an upstanding wall) 

Thts feature is not disclosed, taught, or suggested by the prior art of record. 

Walker discloses two embodiments of a bedding apparatus for humans The 
embodiment of Figures ! through 4b is "soft-sided," wherein "bottom face 16, top face 
14, and side faces IS and 20, or the respective portion* thereof, Mended a collapse 
underneath or alongside the cushioned bedding assembly 6." See Walker, Col 4 lines 26 

through 29 (emphasis added). Clearly then, the wall 18 is collapsible and not 

"upstanding" in the open position, as shown in Figure 3 of Walker. 

Applicant respectfully submits that this portion of Walker cannot anticipate the 

claimed "upstanding wall." If a pe, were ,o curl up against wall , 8, it would collapse as 

disclosed by Walker. 
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Co, 5 ^f;™™ 5 ' <«»-*d«-. Wsidcd-embodtoent *, 

upstanding m the open position. Only panels 10 17 ^ i« 
rnl s ii « a , . ■ ' d 16 are d,sci °sed to be rigid. 

U>I. 5, IJ. 63-end and co 6 II 1-17 ln^j i? . . 

' IL 1 11 ' * ndced > F, S Ure 5c, which depicts the "hard-sided" 
embody in the open or "lying flat" position, shows no upstanding wall at a.,. The 
on y concluston that can be drawn is that walls 14, 1 8, and 20 (Fi^re 5a) are either 
collapsable (soft-sided) or lie flat even if they are rigid, as^ustrated in Figures 5a 
through 5c as reproduced here (note that Figure 5c sU 5 pan> 14, 1 3, and 20 l ying flat 
or almost flat, but certainly not upstanding): ' b " 



14 



42 - 


■ il 


90 


"* 20 


43 
47-, 


Figure 5a. 
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Figure Jb. ^ 
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Figure 5c. 
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Thus, Walker completely fails to disH™* t. 

P«- then JL I SUg8eS ' " UpS<andiag waiJ as c,ai ™«- 

Z ' ' ,PaK ^ Ciaim ° f P — Wlio«io n . Indeed, ^ 

»»~ and .caches «h M alI sidewaUs, whether hard or soft, shou.d be 

than nps.and.ng, aa c,ain,ed. Walker , ta , ^ fom ^ ' J^*- 

rejecnonnnder^. ^M^no,^^,^ Z 

teach or suggest fte up St andi„ g waH enclosing on, y a portion of JfL m m * 

posmon, as c,a im ed. According,,, Applicant ^ ^ ^ 

and may not stand. ^1$ P 

In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that al, claims are in 
condmon for allowance and respectfully solicits the same 

for ,,ol P,iCant " eameSt attemPt t0 P,aCe tMs W" * —n 

forage, or m better condition for a^al. Therefore, Applicant respectful* 

requests., for the reasons set forth herein aftfc^ r reasonQ H „ , * 

of ,n n ™r , ■ \ ^?%#* SOns Clear, y apparent, allowance 

of all pendmg claims so that the application^ be pfsed to issue 

Zr a T ^ ^ qUGSti0nS ° r ^ * "* « *™ that any 

^he, amendment is desirable topiace this afelication in condition for allowance J 
Exammer u mvited to telephone the undersigned at the number listed below ' 

A M believes no fee is due for the filing of this amendment and response If 

' S m >^ C ° mmiSSi0ner is h ^ Prized to charge any fee or credit any 
overpayment to B^sit Account No. 50-21 80. 

Respectfully submitted, 



draft 


Mark D. Perdue 
Reg. No. 36,890 
Storm LLP 
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